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w e r l , 7 th Feoruary, X946, 


J 


To War CrimoB Dapartmant 

Division 


Liibbecke / Waetfal 


ex 


dea’ b for t.v Bra3choss !««., sentenced to 

ox iwth r h ftS Part 10 th ° murcorln * of English, pilots la Sssen 

ox 13 th December,I 944 , I ask to revise the sentence by the Court- 

I, undersigned lawjer, jave been entrusted to work on this 

dlffi 1 " i + 3t e W8ek aS °’ In 3pile ° f th€> brevity of tlme a nd the 
dl_ficulty of getting well up in the matter because it is not 

easy to procure the necessary informations, I think I am not 

&±j.q,-qq. to refuse helping the sentenced Braschoss. 

in oruar to clear the deplorable, criminal incidents on the 

ZjT h *T a “ DeCember 1 3 th * 1 944, forenoon, to xhieh three 
1 Slish pilots fell victims, we must, first of all, take a 
gene ra1 surve y. 

m of 12th Daoember, 1944 , a great air bombsabant 

had taksa place In the district la queatioa. la the.morning 
of 13«h Dacamber, the population ... still under the impression 

' ‘ t " rm0 hboat tea o'clock la the for.nooa, 

three dornec pilots escorted by a detachment of three aoldl.ra 

.hose ieaaer .as a corporal, ..re to b. brought from the barracks 
to the aerodrome of Issea-auhlhaim. soon, after leaving the 

barreoks, a number of civilians Joined to them ,hich on the 
bridge gre, up to more than loo parsons. This 1. to b. concluded 

run the argumentation. Braschoss declares that It amounted ,0 
1 70-200 persona * 

soon the civilians »ho accompanied the transport took a threa¬ 
tening lln. against th. pilots. The lender of the military assort 
ought to have realised the danger originating from this for the 

' ^ ° rdSr *° "° ie “«*■— he ought to her. 
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3 lately to the barracks to report this to his superior - 
that the imminent danger might be removed by reinfo '"L 
escoit or in any other way. Unfortunately this has not bee/ 
one. On the bridge there took place the deplorable 
by which tile bhraa Pilots lost their livos. ' 3 

The ascertainment of the perpetrator in such crowds of axalt . 
peo y e s not easy, m the first place those ringleaders 

zzTiiiT *°t 5he ezoitea 

B,,t u 13 “* —■ 

.. 1t ,, s " 1 ly thoss who executed the crime 

■ r s T ,ae °“^ 30 *« —. 

distinguish details because^ LTavaT' l ? ° SUir ^ 

““*'• »“ • n*tchor .ho is f er ^I tllT ” * f " 

to be impossible to discern positively ^he Mr ] 3eemS 

perpetrator as events ir * . * uh ingle act i ™3 0 f any 

events in a crowaed multitude wnt 

seconds so that, owing to the rapidity of the a f 

of the situation, en outsider can usually not / *** ° paqnenesa 

perpetrator and his actions. A dd to th . ’ rloo « nlze a single 

events. We know from experience that ^ " Clte<i ln 3UCh 

and talking with 0 «ther persons in th C0Ur&e of tim > by telling 
certain condition of affairs whi h / Wat ° herts ain<3 arises a 
nevertheless departs entirely from’the ^°° nVlao9 *> 13 true, but 
-om this point of view we must ** 

case of Uraschoss, . depositions in the 

Braschoss himself of a + fl 

msexi States, summarized, as f n i1„„ 

Ia ““ " 0rnl “s of 13th U80e «. ber , 1914 h , •' 

loft of hla House when his little " , ““ oloarin 8 off on the 

events on tne uridp-e rpn h callea his (attention to ts« ] 

cringe. .,nen he rent uown, hi a thc 

sne hau seen a pilot thrown down from the Jh ^^area , affl tnat 

on his heal, a blue linen jacket «< , h wit h his peak-cap : : 

the bridge. In consequence of having & StlClZ * 119 tilen w «nt to 

in the first G r eat - Yar h ‘ ^ 
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the spot of the crime he saw the escort led by a corporal with 

m 

their guns levelling at two pilots Who were standing there with 
t.hf>ir hands up. 1 cyclist who passed alighted from his bicycle 
and beat the pilots with a 3tick; thereupon, 4 or 5 civilians who 
were standing there threw the smaller pilot# over the wall on the 
same aide whBre the first pilotjk had fallen down. Thereupon, the 
taller pilot ran to the other side of the bridge and fled along 
the wall. The escorting corporal cried: "Stop! I shoot!", whereupam 
he fired at the fleeing pilot. At the end of the bridge a civilian 
threw the pilot over t e wall. From that spot the corporal then 
shot at the lying pilot. When he got to the lying pilot, two clvi- | 
liana and the corporal were already there. He told them not to de- 
the pilot; he would report that. Thereupon jhi3 pile-, likj 
the other two pilots, was thrown into the mill-brook which flows j 

past here. 

Braschoss now as before avers that he is innocent. He neither beat 
any of the pilots nor did he take part in throwing a pilot over 
the wall. Nor has he deprived the third pilot. 

□ne thing seems to be sura: Braschoss went to the bridge only when 
the first pilot had already been thrown over the wall, "he witnesses 
who incriminate Braschoss are the two children Lobar, 15 rasp. IS 
years old, Hartmann, Konradshaus, and his daughter. As for the de¬ 
position of the two children LSbst, it is to be stated as follows: , 

In his Interrogation upon oath Heinz Lbber asserts that .rom his L 

house he suddenly saw and watched the pilots, soldiers, and the 
crowd of people on the bridge and that the pilots were baa ten by 
several civilians, among these Braschoss. This witness has not 
asserted-that Braschoss took part in throwing the pilots down. 

In an affidavit thi3 witness declares that when the small pilot c> 

was thrown from the bridge, he had Just set foot on the bridge. 

Hers the witness contradicts himself with regard to his first 

deposition. 

Also the witnes, Inge Ldber, 16 years old, assert* that • from her 
house she has regognized Braschoss beating the pilots on the bridge. 
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f-rntT' *70 meters'" 

As I said already, these with caution, 

distance from the 6rl *"’ tha ppusaal occurrences have spe- 

particalary considering the, _ ^ faToar!>4 tha fatten 

ol.ly stimulated the 0hU ^ „ h i,h entirely differs fronl 

of e state of affaire In th has ^ Br .schoss hel- 

reallty. Inge liber-, deposition froB tA , sam e delusion, 

ping to deprive the pilots 1 ^ tM roof o! h is house 

The witness Konr.dshaus MS > lllt rpatlng the pilots, 

he has seen that Br.schoas too* P „ height, lies •» 

Konr.deh.us*. home, a «■»* 'J*^ ww . „ nee about 
about 80 - 100 meter e dista. . sl4e the bridge 

10 " 20 meters deeper ^ so that it la very dim- 

has a wall which is abou -tioularly frost a lower point, 

oult to look over the bridge, ^“^ roaMtM ,e. it eeems to 

like the house of Konra ■ s a __ f those who took part 

be very delicate to discern positives 

lh the excesses on -he br 1. asssrt3 that Brasohoss took part 
The witness Konr.dshaus ^ bridge and invit.d him to 

i„ on dressing ®> r t0 thr3 . h lm into the river. Here 

hold the pilot a body „i,tahen ae for the person 

the witness *»£%££££ »* — “* 

Of Brasohoss, for Bra first time on 

tn. .itn.seKour.deheuse^e.e^l. ^ ^ ^ a3 

15 th July. 1945. dt Brasohoss 3tat93 that the 

refugee only for / during th e trial, used a 
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. rafugee only for 1 12 th3 tr lal. used a 

witness of .dement. of other parsons -ere taken 

note-book in wbloh no as ^ ^ ohairaan Mla hln> th at this wee 

down which ha sta. d haU8 declared to fire. Kia- 

not allowed. In the witness-room Konrad3h.ua deal 

re glees of deeen that h. had hot been on the .. 

-p-rprvn thp roof his house. 

bh, occurrenoee from^t ^ fello . „ h o is not in his right 

?.r.a, 8 .T. f=r thi truth of these .assert,ode. asoertalement. ar. 
being made. In these circustanoes, the reliability of the witness 
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iConradshaua seams to be doubtful, 

The deposition of the daughter of Konradshaus, named Annemarie, 

16 years old, is to be estimated, in ray opinion, like that of 
the Children Lbber. The witness Hartmann gives exact statements 
about Braschoss*s behaviour on the bridge from close by. He asserts 
that he has seen Brasohoss beating the pilots. 

Hartmann has given this deposition by word of mouth on 15th July, 

' 1 

1945* May we fully trust inn it? 

It is strange that Hartmann, though summoned as a witness to the 
trial and in spite of the attempt of the Court to fetoh him, has 
not appeared in Court so that he could not oe interrogated as a 
witness in the trial. His mother and wife could not give any in¬ 
formation about his whereabouts to the soldiers sent by the Court. 

So we must suppose that on purpose he withdrew from the judicial 
interrogation, for we can hardly suppose that he forgot so impor¬ 
tant a matter. Only on Friday, one day before the publication of 
the judgment, ha appeared again. This behaviour reflects vary 

oddly upon his reliability. 

His assertion that Braschoss fled with a'to Thuringia, is untrue. 
Brasohoss worked from 1st January 45 to 2nd Hay 45 at his work¬ 
place at the ore-office of Krupp; from 3rd Hay to 10th Jay he was 
arrested for the first time; from 10th Hay to 12th Hay he was at 
home; from 12th Hay to 22nd Hay,1945. the Town Hospital of 
Essen; from 22nd Hay to 6th July,1945. he was attended by Dr. med. j 
Braohvogel in the hospitvl of Kettwig; from 7th July to 12th July, 
1945, at home; and from 12th July,1945. at Siegburg-Heisterschoss, j 
where he was arrested on 13th July,1945; i'r°m then up to the trial ; 
at Reoklinhausen. Consequently, Braschoss cannot have stayed in = 

Thuringia, , I 

Considering the objections of Braschoss against the depositions I 

of the witness, we must admit that there are doubts as for their J 

reliability, In part at least objectively. Maybe, by the valuatioi I 

of these doubts the reliability of the witness aannot fully be I 
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cleared. Bat considering the aforesaid olrcumatancea, the 
deed of Brasohoss will perhaps be Judged more indulgently 
so that tif^Snalty might be transformed into imprisonin' 
If the result of the ascertainments which are still being 
made should be favourable for Braschoss, I shall beg to 
Inform you. 

inclosure: my power of attorney* 
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